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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(02- CV- 205)

Before JOLLY, WENER, and PICKERI NG G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Petiti oner-Appel | ant Duncan Vi ct or Ayenere | dokogi appeal s t he
district court’s denial of his petition for habeas corpus relief,
under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 2241, from an order of renoval pursuant to 8
US C 8§ 1227(a)(2)(A)(iii). As an initial matter, the district
court had jurisdiction over the issues raised in this habeas

petition. See INSv. St. Cyr, 533 U. S. 289, 314 (2001).

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



| dokogi’ s argunent that his prior convictions for theft do not
qualify as aggravated felonies wunder the Immgration and
Natural i zation Act is neritless. Each prior conviction involved
the receipt of stolen property, and he was sentenced to

i nprisonnment for a termof at |east one year on each conviction.

See Lopez-Elias v. Reno, 209 F.3d 788, 791 (5th Gr. 2000); 8
U.S.C. § 1101(a)(43)(0.

| dokogi ' s argunents surroundi ng t he process he recei ved at the
renoval proceeding is |ikewise without nerit, as he fails to nake

a show ng of substantial prejudice. See Anwar v. INS, 116 F.3d

140, 144 (5th Gr. 1997). As ldokogi is not entitled to habeas
relief fromthe renoval order, neither is he entitled to have his
renoval held in abeyance while he collaterally chall enges his 1998
convi cti on.

AFFI RVED.



